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VoL. X. 


Tue Banquet to Sir G. Brown. 


We have much pleasure in drawing our readers’ 
attention to this function, which is fixed to take place 
on March 4th at the Hotel Metropole. The Com- 
mittee is a very influential one, the occasion quite 
unique, and the guest of the evening a man who has 
done honour to our profession by thirty years of 
State veterinary work, and half a century cf bril- 
liant professional life. 

It will be of great assistance to the managing Com- 
mittee if all gentlemen who intend to b2 present send 
their names in at once. 


Tue Next MEETING oF THE “ NATIONAL.” 


It has, unfortunately, been found by the Provi- 
sional Committee that Scarborough cannot supply 
the wants of the Association in August. There is 
nothing for us then but to change the place to Leeds. 
For this purpose it will be necessary to call an early 
meeting of the Council of the National Veterinary 
Association. The rules do not permit the Provisional 
Committee to choose or change the place of meeting, 
although no doubt they might safely be allowed to doso 
when any unforseen circumstances render a meeting 
impossible at the place fixed by the August gather- 
ing. 

The members of the Provisional Committee are 
nearly all Yorkshire men, whilst the Secretary of the 
Committee and the President of the Association are 
resident in Leeds. Of course the Council may see 
fit to select some other Northern town, but Leeds 
presents many advantages other than the preference 
and convenience of the officials and the local com- 
mittee. 

Probably the members of the Association must 
make up their minds to do without the pleasure party 
which has been such a feature of the two last meet- 
ings, but this would not be a great loss, as we have 
full two days laid out for us in papers and discussions 
—Important practical questions which will attract 
practitioners of all kinds. The sphere of the country 
practitioner has sometimes not been much trespassed 
on, but this year town and country will be equally 


Interested by the subjects provided. 


Fire ar MEssrs. WILLows, FRANCIS AND BUTLER’, 


On Thursday morning a fierce fire broke out on the 
premises of these well known veterinary druggists. 
little = to the inflammable nature of the materials stored 
: =© could be done to stay the progress of the fire, and 

naive factory and warehouse was destroyed. 

wry J they had secured other premises, with a view 
rebuilding and enlargin , at Nos. 78 and 80 York 


» King’s C 
tions should “pore uae to that address all communica 


FRACTURE OF THE FIRST RIB. 
By W. Hunting, F.R.C.V.S. 


Mr. William Willis in 1887, at a post-mortem 
examination of a case of ‘‘ shoulder-lameness ”’ dis- 
covered no anatomical change save fracture of the 
first rib on the affected side. Since then Mr. Willis 
and other observers have noted the lesion and con- 
nected it with a definite form of lameness in the 
horse. 

In September, 1890, Mr. M. G. Byerley reported 
an interesting case of the kindin The Veterinary 
Record, illustrated with pen-and-ink sketches of the 
horse during life, and of the two first ribs after re- 
moval from the carcase. Lameness affected only the 
near fore limb, but both ribs were fractured. The 


left leg seemed in a paralysed condition, the elbow 
joint was dropped to near the level of the off knee 
and the joints below were all flexed, whilst the toe 
rested on the ground well in advance of the opposite 


foot. Mr. Byerley drew attention to the fracture 
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of the off rib being a transverse one close to the 
superior extremity of the bone, whilst that of the 
near rib was an extensive oblique fracture extending 
from the head of the bone downwards about one- 
third of its length. The position of the two fractures 
is important, as only one produced the peculiar condi- 
tion of limb. The difference in the effects Mr. 
Byerley indicated by stating that the fracture on the 
affected side was ‘such as to allow injury to the 
nerves which go to form the brachial plexus.” 

This case is conclusive that a fracture of the first 
rib may exist without dropping of the elbow. The 
horse stood on the off leg for three weeks without any 
signs of lameness due to the fracture of that side. 
The near leg was paralysed, and the fracture on this 
side was in a portion ‘“ allowing injury to the brachial 
plexus.” To establish the fracture as cause, and the 
dropped shoulder as effect or, in other words, to 
demonstrate that a dropped shoulder is diagnostic of 
a definite fracture of the first rib, requires a number 
of well autheriticated cases in which a pust-mortem 
examination has verified the diagnosis. On the 
other hand, equally well’ demonstrated cases of this 
shoulder lameness, in which no fracture of the rib is 
found on post-mortem examination, would prove that 
other causes may produce a similar appearance. The 
very distinctive form of lameness has doubtless been 
seen many times by observers who have credited it 
to quite other causes than a broken rib. ‘ Paralysis 
of the radial nerve” and ‘sprain of the extensor 
brachii muscles”’ have certainly been described as 
producing the same symptoms. I am not prepared 
to deny that they do, but in a number of cases the 
lesion of the rib has now been diagnosed during life 
and verified after death. The difficulty is with cases 
that recover and become lost by sale or removal. 
Some cases recover so rapidly that it is urged they 
cannot be costal fractures; but this is doubtful, be- 
cause fractures vary largely in position and extent. 

By way of assisting to clear the matter up I publish 
the details of two cases which professional friends have 
kindly permitted me to see and describe. 

Case I.—For this I was indebted to Mr. F. Porch, 
F.R.C.V.S., who supplies tbe following notes. 
August 15th, 1896, a brown mare working in an 
omnibus was brought home, intensely lame, in a 
float. She was unable to bear any weight on the 
oft-fore limb, which seemed in a paralysed condition. 
The triceps muscles were relaxed and the elbow was 
dropped six or eight inches below its normal level. 
The account given by the driver was that when trot- 
ting along she suddenly slipped but did not fall. With 
a big effort she recovered her position, but was so 
lame as to be unable to proceed, The photograph 

Fig. 1) was taken early in September, and the case was 
iagnosed as fracture of the first rib. 

On October 21st she returned to work quite sound 
but with a little atrophy of the triceps muscle. She 
remained at work until January, 1897, when she 
went lame behind from ringbone. Treatment in the 
stable, followed by a run at grass, was adopted 
down to October last, but without improvement. On 
her return from grass a swelling on the point of the 
off shoulder was noticed. This was supposed to have 
been due to some injury. It increased in size slowly 


that the leg is perpendicular, a step may be taken on it 


up to the time when she was slaughtered—on Jap, 
10th, 1898.” 

Post-morten.—On removing the right fore limb 
from the trunk, the cause of the swelling about the 
point of his shoulder was made evident. There was 
an abscess cavity about four inches in diameter from 
which escaped a large quantity of pus. From this 
cavity a sinus ran towards the middle of the first rib, 
No other lesion of the limb was noticed. The two 
first ribs were then removed, the left was healthy, 
the right was fractured and united by fibrous material, 
which formed a rather large firm mass around the 
fracture. This mass was penetrated hy two sinuses 
which united to form the one leading to the abscess, 
By maceration and dissection a quantity of the fibrous 
surroundings were removed, and then the spc cimens 
was allowed to dry. 

The photographs (lig. 2) show very clearly the 
lesion of the rib. 

Cas II.—For this I am indebted to Mr. W. 
Willis. Itis specially interesting as the animal was 
the victim of similar accidents on both sides. The 
horse was brought home lame on the near fore leg, 
The usual history of a sudden slip, a struggling 
recovery, but no complete fall is given. The symp- 
toms were characteristic —elbow dropped, joints below 
all flexed, with the toe on the groundand the foot ad- 
vanced (lig. 3). The case was diagnosed as a frac: 
tured rib, and after some weeks rest resumed work. 
About two years after this the horse came into the 
infirmary ‘sick’? and was found presenting all the 
signs of fractured first rib on the off side. After 
resting for six or seven weeks and whilst making 
rapid progress towards recovery he had a relapse, 
and a curious modification of the movement of the 
limb during progression--carrying the leg forward 
as if the knee were stiff. Later there was wasting of 
the muscles behind the radius in addition to that of 
the triceps. 

The post-mortem disclosed a distinct re-united 
fracture of the first rib on the off side (Fig. 4), and 
the less well marked indications of a fracture of the 
rib on the near side. The wasting of the flexor 
muscles at the back of the radius lends some interest 
to the case as it is an unusual complication, but it 
may be explained by the fact that both the ulnar 
and median nerves include branches from the first 
dorsal, as does the radial. , a 

In all these cases the symptoms are so similar 
that a general description may be very shortly givel- 
They arise suddenly as the result of a fall or stamble. 
The limb hangs pendulously as though the humerts 
were broken. The elbow joint is dropped far below 
its normal position, the joints below are all flexed 
aid the foot is advanced, or its anterior surface rests 
on the ground. No weight can be sustained on the 
limb. If the foot be fixed and the knee forced back 80 


especially after the more acute symptoms have 
passed off. Ina few days there is some wasting of the 
extensor brachii muscles, and this often persists 
after the horse regains powers of locomotion. ’ 

Itis worthy of remark that in many cases the tale tol 
by the drivers does not include a fall. Whether this 


is quite correct or not I do not know, but it is® 
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Right and left ribs—latter firmly united. 


Right 


2. 
(The photographer has pla 


ced the left up-side-down.) 
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frequent that I believe it. One case I saw was the 
result of a fall into a sandpit with a cart. Two 
others occurred in omnibus horses and are said not 
to have fallen. One case in a cab horse was 
described as due to a slip on the wood pavement, and 
the horse was nearly down but recovered with an 
effort. One of the ’bus horses met with an injury 
by suddenly stopping near a railway bridge over 
which a train passed—the horse stopped, plunged, 
and jumped into his collar, and was then unable to 
move. I am inclined to think that the fracture may 
be directly due to the sudden impact of the horse 
against the collar. In Mr. Byerley’s case there was a 
fall and both ribs were broken. Possibly the blow 
took place on the sternum. 

Under the title of ‘‘ Elbow Lameness’”’ Professor 
Williams says ‘“‘ When the triceps is the seat of in- 
jury the fore-arm is flexed upon the humerus; the 
action of the flexor brachii being now unopposed the 
knee is elevated, the leg flexed from the knee down- 
wards. the toe of the foot touching the ground and 
the limb semi-pendulous. When the horse is made 
to move he drops considerably and seems in danger 
of falling at every step he takes, the limb itself almost 
bending double when any weight is thrown upon it. 
This excessive dropping during progression is charac- 
teristic of elbow-joint lameness even when there are 
no external signs such as heat, swelling, or pain.” 
This is a very good description of the symptoms of 
fractured first rib. 

Under the title of ‘‘ Paralysis of the Radial Nerve” 
we read in Mr. Dollar’s translation of Mdller’s Surgery 
“As arule radial paralysis occurs suddenly during 
heavy draught work... . Lustig saw radial paraly- 
sis after an operation. Since I have taken to casting 
on soft mattresses such cases have seldom occurred.” 
As symptoms we have ‘‘ The shoulder and elbow are 
extended while all the other joints are flexed, those 
of the phalanges often to such a degree that the 
anterior surface of the wall of the foot may be almost 
in contact with the ground, the limb under such 
circumstances appearing to be toolong. In attempt- 
ing to move, the upper portions of the limb are 
carried forward in the ordinary fashion, but cannot 
support the weight of the body on account of inability 
to bring the joints into the necessary position... . 
When passively extended the limb is able to sustain 
the body. On moving the horse the triceps muscles 
appear relaxed, they fail to contract and after some 
time atrophy.”’ This quotation is also a good des- 
cription of the symptoms of fractured first rib, and 
well it may be, because the effect of the injury to the 
rib is to paralyse the radial nerve. 

By permission of Professor McFadyean [ am able 
to reproduce a sketch from his ‘‘ Anatomy ”’ showing 
the position of the first rib and the brachial plexus of 
nerves from which the radial proceeds. My friend, 
Mr. Rogers, has kindly drawn the accompanying 
figure from the source mentioned, and it is very 
evident that a fracture in the position shown by all 
these cases must interfere with the nerves running 

from the plexus. 

I am free to acknowledge that radial paralysis may 
arise from more than one cause, but I venture to say 
that in the majority of cases it is produced by a frac- 


ture situated at the lower part of the upper third of 


of the first rib. 

The characteristic appearances of the limb are due 
to want of power in the triceps muscles—thus we 
find Professor Williams is clinically correct in tracing 
the symptoms I quoted to the muscle. 
} of scalenus 


lower cliviston 
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_ The want of power in the triceps is due to paralysis 
of the radial nerve—thus Moller is correct in his 
description of symptoms due to lesion of the nerve. 

Radia! paralysis is due, in every recent case which 
has been examined post-mortem, to fracture of the 
first rib. Messrs. Willis, Byerley, Rogers, Butters, 
and myself are able to testify so far, but there is still 
a question whether any other injury or disease may 
cause the paralysis. What is now wanted is a post- 
mortem examination of a horse showing the charac- 
teristic lameness and the discovery of a sound first- 
rib on the affected side. 


CASE OF VENTRAL HERNIA ; 
CONTAINING UTERUS AND INTESTINES I 
AN AYRSHIRE COW. 


By J. Donatpson M.R.C.V.S., Greenock. 


Briefly to relate the circumstances of the case, 1 
was called in by the representative of the owner ° 
the cow in question. She had been sent from the 
Highlands to be calved, as she looked so bad and 
there was difficulty in procuring the services of 8 
veterinary surgeon in the part where she hailed frou! 
I found an aged Ayrshire cow standing in the byte 
with the placental membranes protruding from the 
vulva. I enquired of the attendant if he had handled 
the cow, which question he answered in the negativé 
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put 1 can honestly say I did not believe his statement, 
as she was dry in the vagina and quite quiet, the 
parturition pains having in my opinion ceased, and 
the cleansing or placenta was badly torn. On further 
examination I found the pulse about 60 and strong 
for a cow which had probably been in labour for 
hours. There was an immense swelling on the right 
side of the abdomen, about double the normal appear- 
ance of a cow in calf at that particular part. The 
left side of the abdomen was comparatively flat. To 
look at it without having seen the other side one 
would have concluded the cow not to be in calf at all. 
On further manipulation I concluded that the uterus 
only contained a dead foetus, as I could feel no move- 
ment and hear no sounds although I[ could distinctly 
feel the body, ribs, legs, and head of the foetus in 
utero. I could not feel the intestines or hear them 
in this swelling—very distinctly at least. The uterus 
in fact, as far as I could judge contained a dead 
foetus and was lying in the peritoneal cavity with 
perhaps the skin only supporting it. The next thing 
I did was to get all my instruments ready by using 
earbolic oilon them and on my arm. First of all I 

removed all loose placental membranes to facilitate 

my work. I then could reach a foot, which I pulled 

forward as well as I could. I then secured another foot. 

I also procured four strong men and started, the cow 

rising and lying at her will during the operation, 

which greatly facilitated me getting the calf up into 

position. I could then discover after a slight pres- | 
sure of the men on the ropes twisted round a round 


labour, and destruction of clothing, and often per- 
haps of saving an auimal’s life by a little more 
advice and a few more visits, which in some, if not in 
all cases, are only fair, just and honourable to a man 
who has to work hard night and day. Although the 
cow calving case had a good end and all went well 
with her, yet how rarely are vets. called in to calving 
and foaling cases. This case, I afterwards learned, 
was the result of a fall. This accident to the cow 
after the fall was not treated by me, and therefore 
ventral hernia might have been prevented. Intestines 
moved out and in freely, therefore no strangulation. 
T recommended not to bull again. 


- EXTRACTS FROM FOREIGN JOURNALS. 


PaRaLysis OF THE Penis 1n THE Horse.—By Prof. 
FROHNER. 

Professor Fréhner bas met with four cases of 
paralysis of the penis in three years time. In two of 
the cases the causes could not be accurately ascer- 


tained. In the other two cases it was interesting to 
note that in both horses the paralysis was preceded 
by respiratory disease. In all four cases the geldings 
were from 9 to 14 years old. 

The characteristic symptoms were presented; the 
penis hanging limply downwards, the glans penis in 
consequence becoming chafed and forming a cone- 


stick that i had the two hind legs secured, as I felt 

the hocks of the dead foetus. By continued steady and | 
hard pulling we got the hind legs into the passage, | 
but the passage not being a straight, but a downward 

acute right angle, I decided the best method of | 
traction would be upwards and to the left side. To} 
secure this I got a large box that was close by, got 

the men to stand upon it and lift and puil, the | 
animal meantime lying down from the heavy strain | 
on her. I passed in my hand and could distinctly | 
feel the hind extremities of the calf in the passage | 
and that the foetus was lying on its back, in which I , 
was correct, as it came away after much pressure, | 
lifting and spraying passages with oil. The cow, to | 


shaped swelling; thereon a cuff-like fold pressing 
which is sclerotic, and above that the cedematous pre- 
puce; the flow of urine being either arrested or passed 
involuntarily. The secondary swelling occurring 
during the progress of this condition has led to it 
being erroneously termed paraphimosis although this 
is only a sequel to the paralysis. A primary para- 
phimosis without concurrent paralysis is seen chiefly 
after castration. 

The pathogenesis of paralysis of the penis is still 
obscure and especially the question as to whether 
there is central, peripheral, nervous or muscular 
paralysis. 

Paralysis of the penis after chest diseases may 


my great surprise, partook of warm oatmeal gruel be analogous to paralysis of the tail of the hind ex- 
with about 3 glass fulls of whisky added to it, and tremities, and of the larynx. The sensitive paralysis 
drank it greedily. I gave her a handful of hay, | present at the same time as the motor paralysis to- 


stitched up the upper half of the vulva to prevent 
eversion of uterus from straining, and told attendant 
to remove stitches in a day or so if no appearance of 
straining were present, continue stumulants and 
hot drinks every four hours till cleansed ; clothe with | 
warm bags, rub back with mustard, keep warm, and 
give moderate food ; left some tinct. opii to be given 
if animal straining or showing signs of pain or un- 
easiness. I did not get the chance to see my good 
patient again, after so much hard and dirty work, she 
had got to her feet in an hour, cleansed in about 
three hours under the stitches, as I usually get them 
to do, and began chewing her cud and looking well. 
Early next morning the attendant, to save a visit, 
which is unfortunately too often the case among 
Owners of animals, not giving a vet., like a doctor, a 
‘hance of some recompense for all his trouble, 


gether with the existing functional derangement of 
the bladder point to the spinal marrow as the seat 
of the disease. Dexler has proved in two cases of 
paralysis of the tail, that independent affections of 
the coverings of the spinal cord produce chronic inter- 
stitial inflammation of the cord. Whether such is 
the case in paralysis of the penis remains to be 
proved. 

Prognosis in paralysis of the penis is bad. Fréhner 
noted an improvement in 3 cases after massage and 
electrolysis, but in none was there complete cure. 
Amputation of the pendulous penis is the most radical 
and effective procedure. The operation quickly effects 
its object and has the practical effect of removing the 
disfigurement and enhancing the value of the horse. 

It is wise to remember the possibility of stricture 
of the urethra occurring ‘as a sequel to amputation. 
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Urination must therefore be noted carefully in an 
animal that bas been operated on, and on any diffi- 
culty in micturition occurring the contracted urethra 
must be enlarged. To avoid stenosis of the urethral 
opening it is well to open it as wide as possible, as 
described by Pfeiffer.— Misch. f. Th. 


Inrection ExperRIMENT TuBERCULOUS MATTER 
in A Donxey.—By Prof. Joune. 


The spontaneous infection of the ass with tuber- 
culosis is denied. But that the donkey is not absol- 
utely immune from the disease the following experi- 
ment shows. A seven months’ old donkey was in- 
jected on the 11th January, 1896, in a vein of the 
right ear, and at the same time in the abdominal 
cavity with g.2 of a pure culture of the tubercle 
bacillus. The rest of the culture the donkey had to 
eat spread on bread. On January 26th the tempera- 
ture of the body had altered 1°8°. Forty-seven days 
after the inoculation the donkey was killed, when the 
following condition was noted: tuberculous abscesses 
at both seats of inoculation, marked swelling of the 
neighbouring lymphatic glands. Chronic embolic as 
well as acute miliary tuberculosis of the lung, marked 
swelling of all the bronchial glands (of a tubercular 
nature even if the bacillus was not found) marked 
swelling of all the solitary follicles of the bowel as 
well as of the mesenteric glands. From the above 
it will be seen that the donkey is not immune from 
tuberculosis.—Zeitschr. f. Thiermed. 

G. M. 


TUBERCULAR SUBMAXILLARY GLANDULAR ENLARGE- 
MENT SIMULATING THAT OF GLANDERS IN THE Horse. 


By M. Nocarp. 


Tuberculosis of the horse is comparatively rare ; 
we know, however, of several hundreds of observa- 
tions ; for my own part I have collected more than 
twenty. It isa question either of the abdominal type 
of which the clinical diagnosis is relatively easy, 
when the lesion extends to the sublumbar glands, or 
of the pulmonary type, when it is possible to recog- 
nise it only by cultivation of the nasal discharge, or 
by the results of the tuberculin injection. But I 
have never seen the lesion invade the submaxillary 
glands to such a degree as to simulate glanderous 
enlargement of the gland. 

I have just come to a good example. The subject 
in question is five years old, bought in the North as 
anarmy remount. The animal was ill at the depot 
of Montrouge. From the time of his arrival he was 
isolated in consequence of the slight enlargement of 
the submaxillary gland which was circumscribed, 
mammellated, very hard, slightly moveable and not 
adherent to the skin, no nasal discharge, pituitary 
membrane normal. Mallein was tried three different 
times, allowing a month’s interval between each 
trial, the hyperthermia never reached to 39°C., there 
was not the slightest local or systemic reaction. 
Still the gland persisted with its suspicious 
characters. 

Acting on the advice of M. Thomas, M. Rigollat, 
the depdt veterinary surgeon, extirpated the gland 
and sent it tome. It has the dimensions of a small 


gland and results from the agglomeration of the hyper- 
trophied glandular nuclei, has a ligneous hardness, 


and is surrounded by a common capsule of fibrous. 


tissue: In the centre of each indurated nucleus g 
thick caseous material is present, infiltrated here and 
there with fine calcareous granules. 

This caseous pus was used by me at first to inocu- 


late several guinea-pigs and sowing potato, tubes of 


gelase and peptonized bouillon. I afterwards made a 
bacteriological examination without finding any 
bacillus similar to that of glanders, but on the other 
hand, a great number of those of Koch were present. 

I immediately advised M. Rigollat to submit the 
animal to the tuberculin test and the results were 
most conclusive. An injection of 5 cubic centimetres 
of diluted tuberculin caused an intense hyperthermia 
persisting for more than thirty hours. The Minister 
of War decided to send it to the Alfort College. [ 
have had it in my service a few weeks and submitted 
it to a fresh injection of tuberculin, when I obtained 
a similar reaction to the first, from 37-4 C. its tem- 
perature was raised and kept the whole of the next 
day about 40°.; the considerable edema which was. 
caused as in the first instance, at the point of inocula- 
lation, only disappeared on the third day. 

Minute examination on various occasions did not 
enable me to localise the seat of lesion. 
and percussion of the chest did not reveal any sus- 
pected point. The animal is, however, certainly 
tubercular, but it is impossible to say what organs 
are affected and to what degree. It will be shortly 
killed, and then we shall make an autopsy. 


TRACHEAL Farcy. 


As you will see, two large farcy cords of the volume 
of the thumb extend nearly the whole length of the 
posterior face of the tube; they have developed in 
the cellular tissue under the mucous membrane, and 
are only feebly adherent to the mucous membrane 
which they have caused to bulge in such a degree as 
to reduce the antero-posterior diameter of the trachea 
to one half. Their walls, which are indurated and 
fibrous, have a thickness of more than a centimetre; 
they are irregularly cylindrical, with here and there 
swellings in the vicinity of which the tracheal mucous 
membrane, which is adherent and atrophied, is 
largely perforated ; again, below, not far from the 
origin of the large bronchii, these two cords were 
united and opened into a granular cavity which was 
irregular, and having a wide opening into the trachea. 
At the time of the autopsy, this pocket was full of 
thick muco-pus and slightly striated with blood. On 
pressing the cords from above to below, one could 
make the pus escape through any of the perforations 
which had communication with the tracheal cavity. 
Male guinea pigs, inoculated with this pus, were 
affected in a few days with the characteristic glan- 
derous orchitis. 

In summary, it is a case of chronic farcinous lym- 
phangitis of the trachea. It is one of the rarest 
lesions that I have ever yet encountered, in the 
course of numerous autopsies of glanders that I have 
had occasion to make. A curious thing is, | have 
collected a second example a few months after the 
first, at an autopsy of a horse affected with chromle 
glanders with enlargement of the submaxillary gla” 
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and nasal discharge. As you will observe it is again 
a question of induration of the sub-mucous lymphatic | 


ase; but it has the same aspect and the same origin. 


farey ’’ are worthy of being recorded in our bulletins. 
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yessels of the posterior face of the trachea, with — 
ampullary dilatations opening extensively into the 
tube; the lesion is not so well marked as in the first 


Again in this case the pus of the indurated lymphatic 
on inoculation into guinea pigs gave rise to glanders. 
; appears to me that these two cases of ‘‘ tracheal 


H. G. 


(This isa continuation of a translation printed on page 
444 last week, and we regret that it should have been 
divided.—Ep. } 


COMPLIMENTARY DINNER TO SIR GEORGE 
BROWN, C.B. 


This interesting function will take place at the Hotel 
Métropole on Friday, March 4th, at 7 o'clock. Mr. R. 
A. Powys, Hon. Sec. will be pleased to supply tickets or 
information. : 

GENERAL COMMITTEE. 


Messrs. Messrs. 
Abson, J. Matthews, Major 
Axe, Prof. Malcolm, J. 
Barrett, W. F. McFadyean, Prof. 


Bayne, Prof. Moore, Cap. R. 
Beddard, E. Mulvey, W. J. 


Bloye, W. H. Parker, J. M. 
Bottomley, Prof. Penberthy, Prof. 
Bower, W. Power, Prof. 
Broad, A. Power, D’Arcy 
Clarke, M. Pritchard, Prof. 
Cope, A. C. Roots, W 

Duck, Col. F. Rowe, J. 
Duguid, W. Sessions, H. 


Flook, W. H. Shave, Prof. 

Frazer, J. _ Simpson, Sir Henry 
Goodall, T. B. | Simpson, J. F. 
‘Green, A. | Smith, Major F. 
Hartley, C. _ Stainton, W. A. 
Hedley, M. | Stephenson, C. 
Hobday, Prof. Trigger, R. C. 
Holmans, 8. G. | Villar, 5. 


Hunting, W. Walpole, F. O. 
Lawson, A. _ Walters, Col. W. B. 
Lepper, G. A. Wartnaby, G. 
Lepper, H. G. | Wilson, W. 

Lepper, T. W. W. | Woods, W. 
Macqueen, Prof. Wolstenholme, J. B. 
Mahon, Wragg, F. W 


NATIONAL VETERINARY ASSOCIATION. 


A meeting of the Provisional Committee of the above 
Ssoclation was held at the Queen’s Hotel, Leeds, on 
January 28th, 1898, at 1 p.m. Mr. J. Cooke, Scarboro’, 
In the chair. 
The Secrerary read the minutes of the last meeting, 
which was passed. 
etters were read from Principal Williams (Edinboro’) 
and Mr. S. Villar (Harrow), consenting to read papers 
Fr respectively “ Traumatic Inflammation of the Horse’s 
Sot, and “Some Udder Diseases of the Cow.” At the 
ational meeting on August next, also letters were read 
tom Mr. Rutherford (Edinboro’), and Mr. H. Thompson 
Spatria), consenting to open discussion thereon. 
Mr. King, Manchester, had also consented to read a 


Mr. EvpuHick is expected to open the discussion on 
Mr. King’s paper. 

The SecRETARY then read a report from the sub- 
committee respecting their recent visit to Scarboro’ when 
the deputation considered that Scarboro’ had not sufti- 
cient accommodation at the requisite period of the year, 
but Mr. Cooke was making father enquiries before 
arriving at a decision. 

The suggestion made by the deputation to alter the 
ae of meeting, or the date, was discussed at some 
ength, and both Leeds and York were suggested. 

It was proposed by Mr. Elphick, and seconded by Mr. 
Wolstenholme, that the August meeting be held at 
Leeds, providing that Scarboro’ was found unsuitable.— 
Carried. 

It was proposed by Mr. Faulkner, seconded and ear- 
ried, that the papers be sent in by the Ist of July. 

FRANK SomErs, //on. Sec., Provisional Committee. 

[Since posting the above Mr. Somers writes that 
Mr. Cooke’s continued enquiries oblige him to say that 
he does not think the members of the “ National” would 
in August find the attention and conveniences in Scar- 
bercugh necessary for the success of their annual 
meeting. | 


ROYAL VETERINARY COLLEGE V.M.A. 


The 250th ordinary meeting was held in the Theatre 
of the College on Friday, February 4th, 1898, at 6.30 p.m. 
Mr. H. A. Woodrufte occupied the chair. There were 

resent Prof. Hobday (president), Mr. W. A. Stainton, 
M.R.C.V.S., (visitor), Mr. R. W. Hall, M.R.C.V.S. (hon. 
sec.), and 33 members. 

The following morbid specimens were introduced. 

Mr. W. H. ANDERSON showed a specimen of urine ob- 
tained from a horse suffering with ‘“ Desquamative 
Nephritis.” 

Mr. E. T. Goopat showed two specimens (a) The 
pharlangeal bones of the left fore limb of a norse, showing 
an extraordinary amount of exostosis, specially affecting 
the pastern and pedal joints. (/) The metatarsal bones 
of the right hind limb of a horse, showing a very large 
exostosis, as the result of an injury. 

Mr. R. W. Hatt introduced the scaphoid and large 
cuneiform bones of the right tarsus of a horse, showing 
ulceration of the inter-articular fibro-cartilage, and some 
bony growths, constituting so called “ occult spavin.” 

Mr. W. H. ANDERSON then read a very interesting 
history of two cases met with in recent practice, viz., (a) 
a case of desquamative nephritis in a hackney stallion, 
and (4) a case of constriction of the bowel of a horse, 
caused by the presence of a fibrous band ; concluding his 
paper by a short essay on “ Influenza of the Horse.” 

On the conclusion of this essay Mr. W. H. Hurst 
opened a discussion upon Mr. G. 'T. Robert’s paper on 
“The Castration of the Domesticated Animals” read at 
the last meeting. ; 

An energetic and well sustained discussion ensued, 
necessitating an extension of the usual time of the 
meeting. 

The usual votes of thanks brought the meeting to a 
close. 


C. Rapway, Assist. Sec. 


A Prolifie Cow. 


Mr. James Stewart, M.R.C.V.S., of Monmouth, had 
recently a rather remarkable patient. A cross-bred— 
Hereford and Shorthorn—cow was delivered by him of 
three calves, the first a heifer, the other two bulls. 
Mother and family are all alive and well. This cow had 


paper on “ Mallein and Tuberculin.” 


twins at last calving. 
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WYictoria Weterinary Benevolent Fund. 


The object of the Fund is to afford the means for making grants to. 
necessitous Veterinary Surgeons, or to necessitous members of their families = 

The following gentlemen constitute the Committee—with power to add 

to their number. 

Officers : 
Chairman of Committee.—PRoressor J. PENBERTHY, F.R.C.V.S. 
Treasurer :—W. F. BARRETT, Esg., M.R.C.V.S., 46 Lewisham High Rd., New Cross, London, S.E.. ; 
Secretary :—F. C. MAHON, Esg., M.R.C.V.S., 93 Huddleston Rd., Tufnell Park, London, N. P 


Members of Committee 
(NOT YET COMPLETE.) Si 
Prof. Sir GEorGE Brown, C.B., Harrow-on-the. Hill. 
Dr. Geo. Fiemina, C.B., L.L.D., F.R.C.V.S., Higher Leigh, Combe-Martin, N. Devon. 
AMES McCatt, M.R.C.V.S., Veterinary College, 83 & 85 Buccleuch Street, Glasgow. 
EDLEY, Esq., F.R.C.V.S., Chief Inspector, Vety. Dept., Privy Council Office, Dublin Castle.. z— 
Crank, Esq., F.R.C.V. Abbey Hill, Coupar-Angus, N. B. 
rot. J. R. U. Dewar, F.R.C.V. Bey Principal Royal (Dick) Veterinary College, Edinburgh. 
Vet.-Col. F. Duck, A. V. D., CB. (Director General), 5 King Street, Westminster. 
. Howarp, Esq., M.R.C. V. S., Thetford. 
. Watuis-Hoarg, Esq., F.R.C.V.S., 18 Cook Street, Cork. 
T. D. LamBert, Esq., F.R.C.V.S., Store Street, Dublin. 


H. Over, Esq., F.R.C.V.S., J.P., Tamworth. _At 
Vet.-Lieut. Colonel J. Ketrie, A.V.D., Woolwich. tion 
J} Rowe, Esq., M.R.C.V.S., 65 High Street, Marylebone. Chie 
CHEsTERMAN, Esq., M. R.C.V.S., Leman Street, E. on 

T. S. Price, Esq., M.R.C.V.S., 155 Kennington Cross, S.E. were 
W. Burre_t, Esq., M.R.C.V.S., 50a Brewer Street, Regent Street, W. | Mr] 
N. Atmonp, Esq., F.R.C.V.S., 24 Duke Street, Chelmsford. Coga 
Vet.-Major J. A. Nunn, A.V.D., C.I.E., D.S.O., Charles Street, St. James’s. S = while 
H. W. Caton, Esq., F.R.C.V.S., 413 Mile End Road, E. ; BW 
F. O. L. Watpote, Esq., M.R.C.V.S., Royal Veterinary College, London, N.W. Pant 
F. W. Wraag«, Esq., F. R. C.V.S., 17 Church Lane, Whitechapel, E. j pte 
A. WHEATLEY, Esq., F.R.C.V.S., Reading. 0f 
A. L. Butters, Esq. ., M.R.C.V.S., 31 South Wharf Road, Paddington, W. were 
W. Esq., M.R.C.V.S., 556 Oxford Street, W. oceup 
M. CrarkeE, Esq., M.R.C.V.S., Wimbledon. 
. A. W. Do tar, Esq., M.R.C.V.S., 56 New Bond Street, W. 7 ter A 

. C. Garry, Esq., F.R.C.V.S., 2 High Street, Wandsworth, S.W. j = 
Professor F. ‘Hoppay, F.R.C.V.S., Royal Veterinary College, London, N.W. was 1 
McFapyean, M.R.C.V. M.B., Principal, Royal Veterinary College, London, N. them 

J. Macqueen, F.R.C.V. Royal Veterinary College, London, N.W. being 

A. Prupames, Esq., M.R.C.V.S., Lime Tree House, Berkhampstead, Herts. E  ordine 
H. G. Rocers, Esq. ., M.R.C.V.S., 170 Brompton Road, S.W. gS anyon 
W. Roots, Esq., M.K.C.V.S., Winchester Street, Boro’ Market, S.E. ; ~ 
H. Sincieton, Esq., M.R.C.V.S., 6 Florence Terrace, Ealing, Ww. dent 
S. Vitxar, Esq., F.R.C.V.S., Greenhill, Harrow-on-the- Hill. called 
W. |]. Mutvey, Esq., F.R.C. V. S.. Lower Sloane Street, Sloane Square, S.W. dr 
W. Esq., F.R.C.V.S. ., 16 Trafalgar Square, Chelsea, S.W. = ped b 
Prof. W. PRITCHARD, M.R.C.V.S., 5 Regent’s Park Road, London, N.W. _ were ( 
. S. Hurnpatt, Esq., M.R.C.V.S., Sussex Villas, Cornwall Gardens, S.W. j An 
ILLIAM PENHALE, Esq., F.R.C.V.S., Barnstaple, Devon. 
Professor W. ALSTON Epcar, F.R. Vv. S., Camden House, Dartford, Down: 
E. S. Suave, F.R.C.V.S., Royal Veterinary College, London, N.W. 

onthe 

Sent to 


were a 
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THE LATE MR. C. A. LYE. 


ar Sir, 
pe be very much obliged if ee will kindly insert 
the enclosed third and final list of subscriptions to the 
fund raised on behalf of the widow and child of the late 
Mr. C. A. Lye, M.R.C.V.S., Colonial V.S., at Colombo, 
Ceylon.—Yours faithtully, 

JNO. PENAERTHY. 

(finden Town, N.W. 

Feb. 9th, 1898. 


TuirD List OF SUBSCRIPTIONS. 


£s. d. 

Professor McFadyean (2nd sub. 1 10 
Mr. W. Harvey-Bloye (2nd sub.) 010 6 | 
E. Kitchen 220 | 

» Henry Hogben 1 1 0 

R.A. Thrale 1 1 0 

Vet.-Major Iles Matthews, A.V.D. 1 1 0 

616 6 

Sums previously acknowledged — 

£90 8 9 


[Make up the level £100.—Eb. 


EXTRACTS AND NOTES. 


A SHEEP SCAB PROSECUTION. 


At Chichester Charles Stride, of the Chichester Auc- 
tion Company, and also a farmer at Lavant, was sum- 
moned for unlawfully exposing sixty diseased sheep in 
Chichester Cattle Market on the 12th January, contrary 
to the Sheep Scab Order, 1895. The sitting magistrates 
were the Mayor (Alderman Ballard), Alderman Garland, 
Mr. E. M. Street, and Dr. F. V. Paxton. Mr. W. Parker 
Cogan conducted the prosecution on behalf of the police, 
while Mr. Marshall Hall, barrister (instructed by Mr. E. 
B. Wannop), appeared for the defence. 

_In opening the case, Mr. Cogan briefly outlined the 
circumstances subsequently deposed to in evidence, and 
explained that the proceedings were taken under Section 
130f the Scab Order. On the 12th inst. about 120 sheep 
were sent from Summersdale, one of the farms in the 
occupation of Mr. Stride, to Chichester Market, where 
they were placed in pens generally used by the Chiches- 
ter Auction Company. In consequence of information 
given to the Superintendent of Police, who was an In- 
spector under the Board of Agriculture, an examination 
was made of the sheep, with the result that sixty of 
them were found to be suffering from scab, the disease 
being in such a stage that he should submit that with 
ordinary care or diligence the defendant, or, in fact, 
anyone accustomed to sheep, ought to have known of 
Its presence. The sheep were subsequently slaughtered. 

Alfred Voller, labourer, in the employ of the defen- 
dant, and living in Bottle Lane, was the first witness 
ated. He formally proved that on the 12th January 

€ drove certain sheep from Summersdale Farm, occu- 
pled by Mr. Stride, to Chichester Market, where they 
were duly penned. . 

_John Butcher, foreman to Mr. Stride at Summersdale 

arm, said that the sheep driven by the last named were 

rafted for market by witness. They were Hampshire 

a Southdowns, and West-country sheep. He re- 
‘ls Instructions from Mr. Stride to draft the sheep 
€ previous Altogether 123 sheep were 
= tomarket. It had been noticed that some of them 

ere a “little funny.” They came from another farm at 


Lavant on the 30th December. When witness saw Mr. 
Stride he told him he thought there was something 
amiss, as the ma kept rubbing about, but Mr. Stride 
replied “I have had Mr. Dawtrey down, and he has 
“eget them, and they can go anywhere.” Acting under 

is master’s instructions witness picked out sixty of the 
best Southdowns and sixty of the best Hampshire 
Downs and West-country sheep, while three odd ones 
were also included. Witness did not know sheep scab ; 
he was not paid for that. There were 308 sheep still left 
at Summersdale. 

In cross-examination, witness stated that he had noth- 
ing to do with the Lavant farm. On the 30th and 31st 
December a lot of about 400 were brought to Summers- 
dale, and it was part ot that number which were alleged 
to be suffering from scab. 

William John Whittle, dealer, of Marley Hall, Wim- 
borne, Dorset, said that he had been in the habit of 
attending Chichester Market for forty years. On the 
12th January his attention was drawn to the sheep 


| belonging to Mr. Strid2, and he gave it as his opinion 


that a number of them were suffering from scab. The 
disease was so pronounced that ne made the remark “ Any 
fool ought to see it.” 

In cross-examination, witness said that any farm fore- 
man ought to know when sheep scab existed. In the 
case in question the disease was so apparen} that a school- 
boy ought to have detected it. The Same was probably 


of five weeks’ standing, though he could not be positive 


on that point. 

Superintendent Ellis, an Inspector under the Con- 
tagious Diseases (Animals) Act, said that on the date in 
question he received certain information, and examined 
the sheep in Mr. Stride’s pens. He at once sent for Mr. 
R. W. Dawtrey, who inspected the sheep and handed hima 
certificate, at the same time stating that the sheep had 
scab. He subsequently spoke to the defendant, who 
replied “ I am sorry it has happened.. I saw some of the 
sheep looked suspicious a few days ago, and asked Mr. 
Dawtrey to see them. He did so, and said they were all 
right, and fit togo anywhere. I then thought they were 
all right, or I should not have sent them here. I have 
600 or 700 more on the same farm, and in the field these 
came from, some have been running with these sheep and 
some have not.” Mr. Dawtrey had 121 of the sheep in 
the market slaughtered and their skins disinfected. 
Witness paid a visit to Summersdale Farm, and saw 
333 sheep which appeared to be all right, but in 
another lot of 308 sheep a certificate was given b 
oe Seneeney surgeon that they were infected with 
scab. 

Cross-examined, witness said that on two previous 
occasions Mr. Stride had given notice of sheep scab as 
soon as he found it on his farm. 

Mr. Richard W. Dawtrey, veterinary surgeon, gave evi- 
dence as to looking over the sheep in the market, as 
requested by Mr. Ellis, and to finding three pens of 20: 
each (Hampshire sheep) more or less infected with scab. 
The disease had been on them about a fortnight or three 
weeks, and any ordinary person should have seen the 
sheep were wrong. Witness had had micro-photographs 
taken of the parasites. One of the signs of sheep scab 
was loss of wool by the animals. On the 13th January 
witness inspected a number of sheep at Summersdale, 
and declared one flock there to be infected. The disease 
was in the same stage as in the case of those in the 
market.—Under cross-examination by Mr. Marshall 
Hall, witness said that he was not veterinary inspector 
to the local authority. There was no such appointment. 
He was simply called in by Superintendent Ellis, who, 
as an Inspector under the Board of Agriculture, was at 
perfect liberty to call inanyone he chose. Witness, how- 
ever, had in recent times always acted for the police in. 
such matters. He recollected that about the month of 
August Mr. Stride had some Southdown sheep which he 


| 
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examined and found suffering from scab, in consequence 
of which he declared a part of the defendant’s farm at 
Lavant to be an infected area. It was not until early in 
October that the area was declared free. Shortly before 
the 14th December the defendant again spoke to him 
concerning some* Hampshire sheep. 

Mr. Marshall Hall: Did he say he was afraid some of 
the sheep had scab, and that he would like you to see 
them, as they were fat and he wanted to sell them if 
they were all right.—Witness: I don’t remember Mr. 
Stride mentioning any such words.—Did you reply that 
it was no use his sending you, but that he had better tell 
the police, and they would then send you and pay your 
fee /—I told Mr. Stride, knowing that he had had scab 
two or three times before, that it was his duty to report 
to the police, and he said he did not want the police 
humbugging about there (The defendant : Nothing of 
the sort. Absolutely false). — Did you say to him that if 
he informed the volice they would pay your fee ?—-I said 
the wisest plan would be to inform the Snperintendent 
who would send me, and then there would be no further 
cost or trouble to him.—And pay your fee ? Most decided- 
ly.—Did Mr. Stride say “I don’t mind about the fee. 
I want you to go down and see the sheep? ”—He said he 
wanted the sheep seen.— Did you say you would go/—I 
said the sheep would be seen. I did not say I would go. 
—Did you tell Superintendent Elhs that Mr. Stride had 
made a report to you about some sheep on his farm /—I 
don’t recollect it. I may have done.—Did you yourself 
at that time suspect it was scab ?—-No, not at all.— Did 

ou go and see them yourself ?—No. I sent my brother. 

e has been a veterinary surgeon longer than I have, and 
he has seen more scab than ] have. My brother is with 
me in the business. He went down on the 14th Decem- 
ber.--Your brother made a report to you that there was 
no scab.—He said he examined about 150 sheep, and 
that was all the sheep he saw. Those 150 were running 
about together in one tlock. He examined the whole of 
the sheep carefully, and was picked out three by the 
shepherd. Those sheep were examined with a powerful 
lens, and he could detect nothing.—-He brought you home 
some wool, which you examined under the microscope ? 
—Yes, we both examined it.---Did you meet Mr. Stride 
a day or two after this ?—I saw Mr. Stride on the plat- 
form at Chichester Station.-—Did you tell him you had 
examined the wool under a microscope, and found no 
traces of scab ?—-Quite so.—Did you tell Mr. Stride that 
it was your brother who had examined the sheep and not 
you.—Yes, I swear I told him that my brother went and 
saw the sheep, and that I examined the wool.—Did you 
further tell Mr. Stride that there was nothing the matter 
with the sheep except surfeit or overfeeding ’—I told 
Mr. Stride the only thing to account for the state of the 
sheep was overfeeding, and he suid he had been feeding 
them on strong food—maize meal.—Did you advise them 
being drenched with Epsom salts ?---I may have said so ; 
and to reduce their feed.—Replying to further questions, 
witness said he did not know that 25 or 30 of the sheep 
were sold in the market previous to the 12th January. 
He had seen scab quite as bad as in this case after about 
a week. There was no known disease which would set 
up the same a as scab, but sometimes ticks or 
other things would cause irritation of the skin. Assum- 
ing that the sheep had scab on the 14th December, when 
his brother went to examine them, there was not the 
least doubt he would have detected it. Sometimes the 
symptoms of scab lay very dormant in the system. He 
trusted his brother to go because he (witness) was other- 
wise engaged. He was entitled to send whom he liked. 
He had sent an assistant on several occasions on behalf 
of the Board of Agriculture, and they had always ap- 
proved of it. 

In re-examination, witness said it was Mr. Stride’s duty 
to report, and he told him that if he had the slightest 
suspicion he should report, and also keep the sheep 


under inspection. He also advised Mr. Stride at the 
Railway Station that if he saw the least symptoms of 
scab to let him know, and he would run up to see the 
sheep himself. 

This concluded the case for the prosecution. 

In addressing tie Bench for the defence, Mr. Marshall 
Hall pointed out the serious nature of the case as affect- 
ing the interests of his client, and said that if it was 
held that he had wilfully exposed the sheep it must bea 
serious reflection upon Mr. Stride and the business which 
he conducted. It seemed to him that the whole question 
turned upon what took place between the defendant and 
Mr. Dawtrey, and he (the learned counsel) maintained 
that the last-named had behaved in a manner which was 
most injudicous. Touching upon the circumstances of 
the previous out-break of scab at the defendant’s farm in 
August, Mr. Marshall Hall said it was perfectly clear 
that his client took every reasonable precaution, not only 
in the interests of himself, but of the public alsv, and as 
far as he knew the disease was eradicated. Early in 
December, however, signs of scratching and rubbing were 
observed amongst another flock of sheep, and thinking it 
might be dne to tick, defendant had them dipped. As 
that did not prove effectual, he went to the fountain 
head, and obtained the advice of a veterinary inspector. 
With regard to what passed between them the evidence 
of Mr. Stride was in absolute conflict with that of Mr. 
Dawtrey, and he (the learned counsel) maintained that 
Mr Dawtrey had committed a grievous error of judg- 
ment, and he was there that day to excuse himself. The 
defendant always believed that Mr. Dawtrey had himself 
seen the sheep, and did not, in fact, know that he had 
a brother with him. If Mr. Stride had meant to keep 
the matter from the police he would not have called in 
the police’s own veterinary inspector. The thing was 
obviously an absurdity. If Mr. Stride had known that 
the sheep were suffering from scab it would have been 
suicidal for him to have gone on, and an absolutely idiotic 
thing for a man in his position to run the risk of paying 
a penalty of £5 a head on sixty sheep. 

At this juncture the Court adjourned for luncheon. 

When the case was resumed Mr. Stride was placed in 
the witness box, and at the outset of his evidence related 
the circumstances of the previous outbreak of scab on 
his farm in August last. At that time he gave informa- 
tion to the police, and the sheep were inspected by Mr. 
Dawtrey, whom witness had always regarded, rightly or 
wrongly, as the official veterinary inspector. By a 
certificate from Mr. Dawtrey an infected area was 
declared, and it was not certified to be free until the 7th 
October. About 400 Hampshire Down sheep, which 
witness bought, were taken to Lavant, where they were 
kept distinct from the infected sheep. Six weeks after 
the area had been declared free, one of his men reported 
that the Hampshire iot were rubbing about a good deal, 
and witness took steps to have them all dipped. A fort- 
night later his man told him he was afraid the sheep 
were like the other lot, and he accordingly saw Mr. Daw- 
trey on the subject, asking him to go and examine them 
at once. In- the course of conversation Mr. Dawtrey 
told him he had better inform the police, who would then 
probably send him up and pay his fee. Witness repli 
that it was not a question of fee; he merely wished to 
be certain about the matter as to whether the sheep hi 
scab or not. It was quite untrue that witness at any 
time said he did not want the police “humbuggins . 
about.” When he saw Mr. Dawtrey at the railway 
station subsequently (an examination of the sheep having 
meanwhile been made) he informed witness that the 
sheep were not suffering from the scab. He further 
understood him to say that he had personally made @ 
microscopic examination, and come to the conclusion 
that the sheep were suffering from surfeit, and ha 
apparently been over fed. He added that there hae 
be no harm in sending them to market, and that if they 
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were his he would send them as soon as_ possible, inas- 
much as they were suffering from such irritation and they 
were not likely to thrive. Witness implicitly relied upon 
the information given him by Mr. Dawtrey, and acted 
upon it no steps whatever being taken to treat the sheep 
scab. 

. Marshall Hall.—If you had thought these sheep 
had scab would not you, like a reasonable man, have 
taken precautions ! 

Witness replied that of course he would. It would 
have been perhaps more to his interest than to most 
people. There was no change in the symptoms of the 
sheep from the time he called in Mr. Dawtrey until the 
sheep were condemned. They rubbed and itched about 
just the same. He relied implicitly on’ the veterinary 
surgeon’s advice, and acted upon it. He had taken what 
he considered were the best steps in the matter, and 
when he was told it was not scab he was satistied. He 
had never during his long experience been in close con- 
tact with scab, and had never seen a case at close 
quarters. What he knew about it was derived from 
what he had heard and read. It was absolutely untrue 
that Mr. Dawtrey ever told him to keep the sheep under 
close inspection. In cross-examination witness said he 
always gave diseased sheep a wide berth, soas not to run 
the risk of carrying the infection about. This was neces- 
sary, seeing that he sold on an average about 50,000 
sheep a year. Although he had been a farmer all his 
life he did not know what the symptoms of scab were. 
Relying as he did on the veterinary surgeon’s advice, he 
did not examine the sheep to satisfy himself. He did 
not consider, as a reasonable man, it was his duty to do 
that. Hedid not give notice to the police, because he 
thought he was going to the fountain head when he went 
to their own veterinary inspector. 

Eli Dowling, who for eight years had been working for 
Mr. Stride, said he remembered the 400 Hampshire 
Downs being brought to Lavant, and to subsequently 
finding that they were suffering from itching and rubbing. 
They were dipped, but it had no effect, and subsequently 
the sheep were examined by Mr. Dawtrey. 

In cross-examination, witness said hie saw the sheep at 
Summersdale, and they were suffering in the same way as 
those at Lavant. He put it down to the scab. 

William Arnell, foreman to Mr. Stride at Lavant, gave 
evidence as to the examination which Mr. Dawtrey made 
of the sheep in December. He tuok away some of the 
wool, but gave it as his opinion that there was no in- 
fectious disease. If the veterinary surgeon had said the 
sheep were suffering from scab they would not have been 
sent to market.—Cross-examined, witness said Mr. Daw- 
trey told him there was nothing to report. 

Mr. G. 8. Thomas, veterinary surgeon, Chichester, said 
that he had examined the sheep and was of opinion that 
they were suffering from scab for six weeks or two months. 

€ disease must have been present on 14th December 
and should have been detected. 

Professor J. McFadyean, Principal of the Royal Veteri- 
nary College and lecturer on Pathology at that institu- 
tion, said he was called in in consultation by the last 

Witness, and examined the skins of the sheep very care- 

ully. He also examined some sheep at Mr. Stride’s 
farm at Summersdale. He found scab on the skins, 
and discovered that the sheep at the farm were also 

igely suffering from scab. His opinion was that the 

‘sease must have been in existence for two months, and 

e had no doubt of its being in existence on the 14th 
: ‘saa Symptoms must have been very evident at 
me oe. Ifa veterinary surgeon gave it as his opinion 

a ere was no scab, witness, as a member of the pro- 

ssion himself, naturally considered that the person 

vised must follow the opinion. 
's concluded the evidence for the defence. 
aving retired to consider their decision, the Bench 


returned into Court, and announced that they had decided 
to convict. The defendant would be fined £20 and 
costs £5 1s., or in default 21 days’ imprisonment. 

In the absence cf Mr. Marshall Hall (who had left to 
catch a train) Mr. Wannop intimated that time would be 
taken to fully consider the question of an appeal.—Sussex 
Daily News. 


ACTION AGAINST A REGISTERED 
PRACTITIONER. 
LANE v. KING. 


At the Malmesbury County Court on Monday, Jan. 
10th, (before His Honour Judge Ellicott and Mr. Regis- 
trar C. F. Moir), Charles Lane, grocer, of Flistridge Hill, 
Minety, sued Francis W. King, veterinary surgeon, of 
Crud well, for damages and loss incurred by the death of 
a cow, which plaintiff alleged took place through im- 
ag treatment and negligence on the part of defen- 

ant. 

Mr. H. Bevir, of Wootton Bassett, appeared for the 
plaintiff, while defendant was represented by Mr. E. B. 
Titley, of Bath.—A jury, of whom Mr. L. T. Millard was 
foreman, was empanelled to try the case. 

The plaintiff deposed that on Sunday, 18th July last 
he noticed his cow lame in the right fore-leg. He bathed 
the leg and oiled it, and she was better on the Monday, 
but went lame again the following day. On Wednesday 
he saw Mr. Pettifer at Malmesbury, and he gave him 
directions, which he duly carried out. On the 24th Mr. 
V. Pettifer called and saw the cow, and the same even- 
ing Mr. John Pettifer, and witness was directed to use 
certain treatment, which he did. The cow walked about 
the ground, but got no better, and on Thursday, 29th 
July, witness sent a man named Sollis for Mr. Pettifer, 
as the cow was in pain. Neither of the Messrs. Pettifer 
came as they were away at the time, and Sollis brought 
Mr. King back with him. The cow had a poultice on 
her leg. Mr. King asked witness to take it off, and he 
did so, telling defendant he thought something wanted 
to break there. Defendant said he thought so too. 
Witness told him he thought it was a sprain. He after- 
wards said “ Who said it wasa sprain?” and he replied 
“Mr. John Pettifer.” Defendant made an observation 
about Pettifer, and then said “ The cow has got a broken 
leg ; the big bone is broken.” He asked witness if he 
wished Pettifer or himself to go on with the case, and 
witness said “I should like you to do it, now.” On the 
following Friday, the 30th, he came again, and witness 
got a neighbour, Mr. Thomas, to come and help. After 
bandaging, King put a piece of leather stocking over the 
leg. It was laced as tight as it could be got. Defendant 
then produced a bottle of stuff and trickled it down the 
leg, and said “Do this night and morning; this will 
make the bone grow together.” Having taking the cow’s 
temperature he left, saying he would come on the 
morrow. Defendant came again on Sunday. The cow 
was feeding and doing well—eating 10 tbs. of cake a day. 
King took her temperature and said “ There’s no inflam- 
mation, and the cow’s al! right!” On Wednesday in 
the next week he went to defendant for more oil, to keep 
the cow from getting sore from lying down. On August 
6th he sent for King, as the cow was losing her appetite 
that day, and there was a swelling on the hip of the 
other leg. Witness told him by letter that ne thought 
the cow had a fractured rib. He got a reply to leave 
everything until defendant came. He came on Saturday 
August 7th, and looked at the cow and said “ It’s all 
against her ; the cow has been badly ill-used.’ Plaintiff 
said “ Do you mean to say I’ve ill-used the cow?” He 
replied “No, but in some other way she has been ill- 
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used.” Witness drove over to see King, with Sollis, on 
Sunday morning, the 8th, and asked defendant to come 
and see the cow, as it kept struggling tu get up. He 
said “ It’s all against me, the ribs and the fore-leg, and 
the swelling is against the cow moving ; it’s no good my 
coming.” Witness and Sollis both entreated him to come, 
but he declined. On the following morning witness got 
a blacksmith named Barrett to sling the cow. King 
came again on Thursday, and wanted to kill the cow. 
He was drunk, and staggered into the place, and was 


which he thought had a sprain. Witness gave him cer. 
tain directions, and on the 24th himself visited plaintiffs 
house and examined the cow, which was in a field at the 
back of the house. He examined the right fore leg 
thoroughly, and found a swelling of the fetlock joint, and 
heat, and he came to the conclusion the cow was suffer. 
ing from a sprain of the fetlock joint. It was a matter 
for quite simple treatment. The cow was moved, and 
she moved the leg, although she went lame on it. There 
was no appearance whatever of dislocation of the fetlock 


quite unfit for business. He forbade him from killing | joint. He found no other injury to the cow at the time, 


the cow. On the 15th or 16th August the cow died. 
Witness saw the bandage taken off the leg. The flesh 
had rolled away from the hoof to the knee. He produced 
it to the jury as taken from the cow. The value of the 
cow, which was five years old and a splendid milker in 
full milk, was £16. 

Plaintiff, cross-examined by Mr. Titley, said on the 

25th July the cow was brought into the shed on a ladder. 
She did not walk after being taken off, but lay on her 
side. She got up on Tuesday morning, and walked 
about on Wednesday. She was ill for ten or eleven 
days before defendant saw her. Witness had been 
treating her according to directions from Mr. J. Pettifer, 
bathing her leg with hot water and rubbing in liniment 
and embrocation, after which he put a poultice on. On 
the night of 29th July he sent for Mr. Pettifer, and | 
neither came, as the senior partner was ill, and Mr. | 
John was at Gloucester show, while Mr. Valentine | 
Pettifer lived at Tetbury. His (plaintiff's) place was | 
about four miles from Crudwell. The serious condition | 
of the cow necessitated his sending so late at night. 
King came back and manipulated the bones of the 
injured leg, but did not point out that he could twist 
them about. He said the leg was broken, not the fetlock 
joint. There was no swelling on the leg till a week after 
King came. On August 3rd, witness suggested the cow 
should be slung. Defendant did not say it would be 
likely to injure her , he said he would sling her but there 
was no convenience. On August 7th King saw the cow 
and examined her, and said she had a fractured rib and 
witness must have her shot. Witness asked him on the 
Sunday to have the cow slung, but he said the result 
would be to press the ribs into the lungs. He did not 
say that would cause inflammation. Witness had the 
cow slung on the next day, and on the 12th defendant 
came and saw her in the sling. Her weight was not on 
her ribs but on her chest. King said it was cruel to keep 
the beast in that condition, and so witness let her down 
at once. King threatened to call the Inspector. The cow 
died on Sunday or Monday, and witness determined to 
sue King. On the night of Cricklade market defendant 
called and asked to see the leg, and witness refused as 
they were just at supper, but he said to King “ You shall 
see the leg.” Witness sold the carcase to William Hayes, 
who fetched it on Monday. Hayes took the bandage 
off, and said, “I think it’s broken.” He cut the bandage 
otf ; the flesh was rotten. Witness gave a mare and £10 
for the cow. 

John Sollis, carrier, of Minety, gave corroborative evi- 
dence. He was present when Hayes came on the 16th 
for the carcase, which he helped to load. He saw the 
bandage taken off ; the flesh was absolutely rotten, but he 
could see the big bone was not broken. 

Edward Thomas, of Minety, deposed that he helped to 
hold the leg while King set it, the defendant asked him 
to be sure and hold it straight. Defendant bandaged the 
leg very skilfully, and put on the leather stocking lightly, 
after which he applied some lotion which he said would 
make the bone grow, afterwards leaving some linseed in 
a bottle for future application. 

Valentine Pettifer, F.R.C.V.S., Inspector for the 
County Council of Wilts and Gloucester, living at Tet- 


her general condition showing her to be in good health, 
She was a useful dairy cow. Witness left instructionsat 
Crudwell to let plaintiff have liniment if he called, 
Poulticing and bathing were the only proper treatment 
likely to relieve the sprain, and he gave further instrue- 
tions to his brother John. About the second Wednesday 
in August he met defendant, who asked him for the loan 
of a pair of slings, as he wanted to sling a cow with a 
broken leg. Witness told him if he would take his advice 
he would have her slaughtered. The bandaging as 
described by former witnesses was improper treatment 
for what he found the cow suffering from. It was not 
necessary. The effect of this strapping and bandaging 
would be to cause the circulation to cease, the nutrition 
would be stayed, and gangrene would set in and cause 
mortification. When he saw the leg of the cow in Sep- 
tember he was able to see that gangrene had set in. In 
the case of a broken leg the plaster bandage would have 
been too tight to allow of the swelling which would take 
place. The bandage was too high up for a broken fet- 
lock —Cross-examined by Mr. Titley, witness said he 
only examined the cow once. He had heard the evidence 
as to the fractured rib. The effect of the rib penetrating 
the lung did cause inflammation and pleurisy. Matter 
in the lungs would cause blood poisoning. The state of 
the lungs would indicate pleurisy. He saw the bones 
(produced) on September 18th, but it was too late for 
him to say whether the bone had been broken. There 
was slight swelling. If the cow had a broken leg and 
two fractured ribs he would not attempt to cure her— 
Re-examined : Anyone with ordinary ability could not 
mistake discerning a dislocated fetlock from the big bone 
of the leg being broken. If the big bone had been stt, 
the cow ought there and then to have been slung. 

John Pettifer, corroborated as to the treatment of the 
cow, which was suffering from a sprain. 

This closed the plaintiff's case. 

Mr. Titley first called William Hayes, the purchaser 
of the carcase. He deposed that he was a horse slaugh: 
terer, carrying on his business at Cricklade. On August 
16th, by Lane’s request, he went to Minety and saw the 
dead cow. He took off the bandages in Lane’s presente, 
and said to Lane “ This ¢ow’s leg is broke bad enough. 
He could hear the bones grind together, and could move 
the leg any way. He skinned the leg nearly up tothe 
knee. The bones were badly dislocated. He called it # 
very bad sprain. On being asked to explain the differ- 
ence between a fracture and a sprain, witness thought 
they were all about the same. When he opened the le 
only the muscle kept it together. He took the car 
home and opened it, when he found two ribs fracture’ 
There was a wound right through the hip as big asa five 
shilling piece, and a small wound on the shoulder. !° 
lungs were in a shocking state, being nearly aaa 
Cross-examined by Mr. Bevir : Witness gave Lane ere 
the carcase, and it wasn’t worth anything. The flesh was 
rotten. He 

Francis W. King the defendant, was then sworn. | . 
deposed that he lived at Crudwell, where for 16 y% 
he had practised as a registered veterinary surge” 
July 29th he was sent for by the plaintiff about 4 nee 
past 12 at night. He objected to go at first, es 
mately went. Lane’s house was about three miles awa} 


bury, deposed that on July 21st he met Lane at Malmes- 
bury market, and he spoke to witness about his cow, 


Sollis, who came for him, said the cow had had as 
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_ He saw the cow and heard that she was better. 
he was lying down, and he told them to let her get up. 
She seemed in a very bad condition, but he told Lane 
she did not look as if she had a stoppage. Lane said 
“This is a bad sprain on the fetlock joint.” Defendant 
asked what were the bandages on there for? Lane said 
it was a poultice. The poultice was on the fetlock joint. 
Defendant then had it taken off, and examined the leg 
and fetlock, and said to plaintiff “ Here’s a dislocated 
joint, or as bad as a broken leg.” He persuaded Lane 
Phare the cow killed at once. He could twist the foot 
and could hear it grate, moving it any way he liked. 
Plaintiff said “ You have cured one here not far away 
with a broken leg, can’t you cure this?” Defendant 
told him that this was the fore leg, while in the other 
case it was the hind leg of the beast, which made all the 
difference. A cow always rose on her forelegs. Witness 
did not wish to take the case, and suggested that plain- 
tiff should retain Mr. Pettifer. Defendant saw the cow 
next day lying down still, and in the same position, and 
he examined the leg again, moving it about and hearing 
the bone grate. He arrived at the conclusion that there 
was a dislocated joint, the bones being apart. He then 
put a plaster bandage on to keep the parts together to 
enable them to unite. (He could produce a portion of 
the same plaster in court, if required). The dislocation 
being at the fetlock he could not use x ar and in the 
exercise of his judgment he used the plaster bandage in 
preference to splints. He wished to say this in explana- 
tion of his action, as Mr. V. Pettifer, had in his evidence 
criticised the treatment. No man could use splints in 
such a case. Defendant then put ona leather bandage 
(produced) to support the other, and this could be laced 
tight or made slack as required. He left something to 
keep the flies off the wound on the shoulder, as it was 
very warm, 2nd told plaintiff he must attend to the cow 
and keep the flies from worrying her, but he had better 
kill the poor thing out of her misery. On August Ist he 
again saw the cow and found her in a bad state. He 
told Lane the ninth day was not up yet, and they might 
give her a chance as long as they had begun it, as about 
the ninth day it would show whether mortification 
would set in or not, and the cow get better or worse. 
He believed he left something to keep the flies off and to 
check the inflammation. On August 3rd he again exam- 
ined the cow and found she had two or three ribs 
broken. He was certain two were broken. He told 
Lane he must have her killed, there were no hopes of her. 
Lane told him he was to sling her, and he told him he 
should not, there was no place, and if there was what 
would be the good to sling a cow with two broken ribs? 
On Friday, August 6th, he received a letter from the 
plaintiff in which he said he thought the cow hada 
fractured rib, and on the 7th witness went again and 
found the cow lying down. He never saw her up in the 
life. He told Lane it was a very bad case, and he had 
better have her killed out of the way. Lane spoke again 
about slinging her, and witness said he should not think 
of it, for it would only hasten her death by pressing the 
ribs into the lungs. Plaintiff came over to him on 
Sunday, the 8th, and pressed him to sling the cow. He 
refused to do so. Plaintiff insisted and subsequently 
flung her. Witness then ceased to attend thecow. His 
A for attendance on the cow dated from July 29th to 
ugust 7th. He called at plaintiff's house on August 
12, and saw the cow slung up, and it was a dreadful 
Scene. It was greatly against his advice. He then told 
ne if he didn’t have the cow killed he would report 
the matter to the Cruelty Inspector. On the following 
jeeday defendant called again and asked what became 
of the cow, and being told she was dead, he asked to see 
the leg. Plaintiff refused to show it to him, as he was 
tll san. to supper. Defendant could say after 16 
~,-<Perience that a sprain would not account for the 


of the cow would cause the ribs to press into the lungs 
and stop the heart’s action. In the case of fracture or 
dislocation, or even a bad sprain, his treatment was very 
proper. After he refused to further treat the cow, plain- 
tiff made no word of complaint about the treatment he 
had used, only complaining because witness would not 
sling her. He never asked witness once to remove the 
bandage, which was all right when he last saw it.—In 
cross-examination, defendant was called upon to produce 
his ledger or day book containing the items of his bill. 
He produced his ledger, and said those were his usual 
charges. Asked why he again called at Lane’s after 
discharging himself from the case, defendant said he was 
anxious to know what became of the cow. It was 
untrue that he said the big bone was broken, he never 
used the remark. Mr. Thomas and the others had made 
a mistake. He denied being drunk for two hours on 
Lane’s premises. That was false, and he could prove he 
was elsewhere a part of the time. He had never done 
anything previously for the plaintiff, and considered he 
had been badly treated in the matter. © 

The learned advocates having addressed the jury on 
behalf of their respective clients, 

His Honour summed up the case, reviewing the 
whole of the evidence. 

After a few moments’ deliberation, the foreman said 
the jury were all agreed that the cow’s death was not 
due to the treatment given by the defendant, and they 
found a verdict in his favour. 

Mr. Titley presumed that costs would follow. 

His Honour assented. 

The hearing of the case at this and the last court 
occupied about 10 hours.— Wilts and Gloucestershire 
Standard. 


CRUELTY TO ’BUS HORSES AT EXETER. 


Vets. DISAGREE. 


At the Castle of Exeter on Saturday, January 29th» 
before Admiral White and Mr. C. J. Webber, John 
Carley, of Holloway Street, a driver, in the employ of 
the Exeter Tramway Company, was summoned at the 
instance of the R.S P.C.A., for cruelly illtreating three 
horses by working them in an unfit condition. 

Inspector Finch, of the R.S.P.C.A., said he was in 
company with P.S. Holloway, P.C’s Harding and Gollop, 
and two veterinary surgeons in the Alphingion Road, St. 
Thomas, when he saw defendant driving three horses, 
named “Tom,” “Gipsy Girl,” and “ Michael,” attached 
to a four-wheeled brake, in which were seated eight 
grown-up persons and a child, who, with the driver and 
conductor, numbered eleven persons. The horses were 
two abreast, with a leader. In consequence of the con- 
dition of the animals, he called on the driver to stop. 
He examined the animals, and found them to be in a 
very poor condition ; sweating and apparently very much 
fatigued ; and considered it an act of cruelty to work 
them in that state and in such a vehicle. He, how- 
ever, did not know the weight of the vehicle, and Mr. 
Martin said it weighed 2! cwts.—The Inspector, continu- 
ing, said he asked the driver, Carley, why he worked the 
horses in such a state, and also cautioned him as to what 
he might say in reply in view of proceedings being taken. 
The driver then said that if he didn’t work them, some- 
body else would, and that two of the horses had been 
twice to Kennford that day, and one had not been out 
except on that occasion. He had just been to Kennford 
and back, and the horses had come along fairly well. The 
Inspector then had the horses taken to the Swan Inn, 
St Thomas, where they were fed and otherwise attended 
and defendant was taken to the Police Station an 


condition of the cow when he first saw it. The slinging 


allowed out on bail. He first noticed the horses going 
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| 
| 


466 


THE VETERINARY RECORD 


February 12, 1898 


down Fore Street Hill at 5 p.m. and they were trotted 
along very well. When they came back he stopped 
them under a public lamp and assisted by the lights from 
the policemen’s lanterns they were able to see very well. 
He considered they were in an unfit state to work 
through weakness, and there were signs of old wounds, 
but no recent ones. The chestnut horse was slightly 
lame.—Inspector Finch fadded ,jthat when the horses were 
put in the stable, they ate most ravenously, and even 
consumed the dirty straw from the floor, but he gave 
them plenty of food whilst they were in his care. 

Sergeant Holloway, stationed at St. Thomas, also gave 
it as his opinion that the horses were uufit for work, and 
fully bore out the former witness’s evidence.  P.C.’s 
Harding and Gollop also corroborated. 

Mr. Wm. Roach, veterinary surgeon, said the horses, 
when he examined them with Inspector Finch, were ina 
wretchedly poor condition, and were unfit for the work 
they had to do. The cause of their condition was old 

e, and they were not the stamp of animals for the class 
of work required of them. Not one of the three was 
under 15 years old, and they were too small. The horses 
were almost valueless. 

Mr. H. Sturge, veterinary surgeon, of St. Thomas, 
said the animals were poor in flesh, very weak, an 
totally unfit for the work. is 

Defendant told the magistrates that the horses had 
not worked very much lately. Three days one journey a 
day, and for two days two journeys. The chestnut horse 
had always worked well. He had been driving nearly 12 
months, previous to which he was in the Army. 

The Chairman: You had better have stopped there. 
The magistrates then made an examination of the 
animals, which had been brought into the Castle Yard 
for the purpose. 

Mr. James Hugh Martin, the Manager of the Exeter 
Tramways Company, called by defendant, said he 
thought that Inspector Finch had tried to make a very 
big mountain out of a very small mole-hill. The horses 
averaged 13 miles a day the week through, and the 
brake was about 2lewt, and would hold 22 persons in 
addition to the driver and conductor, but only eight 
passengers were in the vehicle on that particular journey 
to Kennford. The horses had 30 lbs. of forage each, 
per day, viz., 9 lbs. of oats, 3 lbs. of maize, 3 lbs. of beans, 
13 lbs. of clover hay, and 3 lbs. of oat straw. The feed 
was good, as he had repeatedly shown Inspector Finch. 
Defendant had nothing to do with feeding the horses, 
and the foreman in the yard selected the horses each 
day. He (Mr. Martin) was responsible for the food sup- 
plied. He had been in the Tram Company’s service two 
years. One of the horses was 11 years old and the other 
two from 15 to 16 years old. He had no wish to do any- 
thing wrong, and was always glad to do anything 
Inspector Finch suggested. He had been a manager of 
tramways 23 years, and he had never before had a case 
like the present one, nor had he ever had to go into a 
Court of Justice. He might also add that Inspector 
Finch had brought a veterinary surgeon from Honiton 
to examine the chestnut horse, and he was quite satisfied 
then. The loads were always light at this season of the 
year, and it was difficult to get full loads. With regard 
to the food the horses were given at the Swan Inn, he 
considered it bad. 

Mr. Jerrard Watkins, veterinary surgeon, with Mr. 
Heath, veterinary to the Tramway Company, called by 
the defendant, said he examined the horses which he had 
known for two years, at the Swan Inn, last evening and 
had seen them nearly every day. They were perfectly 
right with the exception of one, the chestnut, which bore 
signs of sweating. Their temperatures and respirations 
were normal and all three were feeding. They did not 
appear at all stiff. In reply to the magistrates he said 
it was nine o’clock when he saw them, which Mr. Beal 
observed was an hour and three-quarters after they were 


ut in the Swan Inn stables. Continuing, he said if the 
eae had been sweating he would have noticed it. He 
had also examined the horses this morning and con- 
sidered them capable of doing the work they were put 
to, and that it was not an act of cruelty to work them. 
He added that the food they were given was of excellent 
quality, and he had also seen them given mangolds. He 
had also examined them some time ago with Mr. Heath, 
and found them in good condition. 

Questioned by Inspector Finch, the witness stated 
that he attributed their poor condition to hard work in 
consequence of the rough state of the roads. The horses 
had about 7ewts. each, and he did not consider it at all 
cruel to work the chestnut horse in its present state. 

Mr. W. B. Nelder, veterinary surgeon, gave corrobo- 
rative evidence. He agreed with Mr. Watkins that it 
was not an act of cruelty even for the horses to come up 
Fore Street Hill with suchaload. They were old horses, 
but quite cheerful. 

Chas. Hobbs, another veterinary surgeon, also corro- 
borated, adding that the horses “ were very bright and 
trotted out quite sprightly.” 

The magistrates, after consulting in private, said they 
considered it a very cruel act in working the horses in 


d | the state they were in, and if any driver came before 


them again he wouid be fined and sent to prison.— Defen_ 
dant would be fined £5 and £3 costs, or two months 
imprisonment with hard labour. They consid2red that 
the City of Exeter was disgraced by the horses and 
’buses, and hoped that the R.S.P.C.A. Inspector would 
now be stimulated to more exertion, and endeavour to 
put a stop to such cruelty.—Inspector Finch said le 
would do his utmost to attain that end.—Zhe Devon 
Evening Express. 


A SCOTTISH EDITOR ON LADY GRADUATES 
AND THE R.C.V.S. 


Every generation more or less modifies its ethics, and 
revises its proverbs. There is one proverb which might 
now read, “ Who shall decide when veterinary surgeons 
disagree?” The relations of the different veterinary 
authorities are as difficult to deal with as those of China 
and Japan, Germany, and France. There is a Royal 
College of Veterinary Surgeons situated in London 
which, like so many other institutions in London, draws 
no small part of its life-blood from Scotland. There are 
in Scotland three—in Edinburgh, two—rival and there- 
fore valuable colleges, each competing for public patron- 
age, and all under the thumb of the R.C.V.S. That 
these Colleges have inveterate antagonisms, everybody 
knows. But now a totally different kind of difficulty 
has arisen. A young lady—Miss Custance by name— 
had the very reasonable wish of passing as a veterinaly 
surgeon. She has, of course, had to face the same kind 
of opposition the first would-be lady medical had to face. 
For the nonce she has apparently been defeated. But 
is the first crack in the ice that foretells the breaking Up 
of the surface of the pond. And the very bother the 
Royal College of Veterinary Surgeons has made about 
the proposal to let Miss Custance have her degree 
prophetic of the triumph of her cause. The Royal 
College has, of course, spared no expense in maintaining 
the masculinity of its gender. “ Bring forth men children 
only” has been taken as its motto : but if we turn to our 
Skakespeare, we find that the advice was given by a 
man to a worse woman. Why should the brilliant hors 
woman not know something scientifically about her 
horse, and have the pleasure of knowing that she 5 
known to know? Why should the farmer's wife, ¥° 
has to deal with the cows and the sows and the lam 
and the chickens, not get, if she wants it, an ednce 
vouched for by the best authorities in the country! ) 
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should not the brave women who look forward to rough- 
ing itas the helpmeets of brave colonists not receive from 
our veterinary colleges the training best suited for their 
life on the ranche or the sheep farm? That the New 
Veterinary College of Edinburgh has been the first to 
raise the question will, we believe, ultimately redound 
to its credit. But in the meantime, the Royal College of 
Veterinary Surgeons in London is busy with a much 
more important question than even that of male and 
female. It is desperately concerned about its notepaper. 
At its last quarterly meeting this was one of the princi- 
pal subjects discussed with all the gravity of a company 
of Spanish grandees or Chinese mandarins assembled to 
determine the “etiquetical” value of a lion, or the 
ceremonial importance of a button. — There is, as it 
appears, a Scottish official “Secretary to the Board of 
xaminers” of the R.C.V.S., who is too valuable a man 
to be dealt with as cavalierly as the R.C.V.S. sometimes 
are supposed to deal. The Royal College treats Mr. 
Rutherford according to the Waltonian advice to insert 
the hook as if you love the worm. Mr. Rutherford has 
hitherto been accustomed to receive (we believe) all the 
fees paid by the students attending the Scottish Veteri 
nary Colleges ; he has been accustomed to attend the 
examination and write out the examination reports ; and 
he has been accustomed to countersign the diplomas 
which, in name of the Society, are handed over to success- 
ful candidates. The only register the “ diplomatees” of 
the College have been required to sign is the register 
under his charge. On his notepaper he has been accus- 
tomed to notify three facts—-that he is the official repre- 
sentative of the Royal College of Veterinary Surgeons, 
that he deals with the business of the Society in the 
ignoble country of Scotland, and has his official head- 
uarters in the insignificant city of Edinburgh. By 
oing so Mr. Rutherford was, according to the President 
of the R.C.V.S, almost the occasion of landing the 
Society in the awful position of having admitted a lady 
student! Happily for the old-fashioned traditions of 
the R.C.V.S.. its solicitor, Mr. Thatcher, and the ex- 
Solicitor for Scotland, Mr. Shaw, were skilful enough to 
get a Scottish Judge to give a precarious judgment as to 
urisdiction. What Mr. Thatcher’s opinions in regard to 
ome Rule are we know not, nor shall we needlessly in- 
quire. What Mr. Shaw’s are we ought by this time to 
know, at least in part. How has it come to pass that an 
ex-Solicitor for Scotland, with certain views in regard to 
land, has uncertain views in regard to Scotland, and 
helps a Society founded, we believe, as a Royal College 
for more than England, to act (with regard to its 
stationery at least) as if its officials in Scotland, indi- 
cating both their relations to the Society itself and to 
the country where the Society has to do a large part of 
its work, weremere “unchartered libertines ?”—Hdinburgh 
Evening Dispatch, 5th Feb. 


REVIEW. 


A Boox or 


Our trans-Atlantic brethren are fast rendering 
available to the English-speaking veterinarian the 
best text-books of the European continent. 

The translation before us of Professor Lungwitz’s 
Text Book on Horse-shoeing is by Professor Adams, 
lecturer on Shoeing in the Veterinary Department 
of the University of Pennsylvania. It is well done 
and the result isa clear and concise treatise suitable 
as the preface claims, for ‘students of shoeing.” 


140 diagrams and drawings—all of which are well 
chosen and beautifully executed. : 

Part 1 is devoted to the anatomy and physiology of 
the foot, and it is a question whether this section is 
not rather too fully treated, considering the object of 
|the book. Whether this be so or not the material is 
sound and correct. Those farriers who learn it will 
be all the better for the knowledge and many veteri- 
nary students will find nothing superfluous. The 
translator in his preface says—*‘ In my opinion such 
a work must present a detailed description of the 
anatomy and physiology of the legs below the middle 
of the cannons, and must emphasise in unmistakable 
terms the definite relations which exist between 
certain well-defined forms of the hoof and certain 
well-defined standing positions of the limb. With 
this we agree, but it is just possible to overdo the 
subject and to mislead the farrier into attempting to 
improve the natural form and position of the limbs 
by alterations of the hoof or by modifications of the 
shoe which may do harm and not good. 

There is a danger for instance in encouraging the 
belief that in-toed or out-toed horses may be improved 
by shoeing. This idea seems to be based upon the 
notion that the twist of the leg is only from the fet- 
lock downwards, whereas in nearly every case the 
whole limb is affected. It is extremely rare to see a 
horse in which the toes are turned in unless the elbow 
is turned out. Such cases are not improved by any 
alterations of foot or shoe. 

Part II. treats of ‘‘ Shoeing Healthy Hoofs,” of 
‘‘ Winter Shoeing,”’ of the ‘Care of the Hoof” and 
of Forging and Interfering.” It occupies nearly 50 
pages and no student can fail to gain useful know- 
ledge by carefully reading it. 

Part III. directs how to treat and shoe the various 
accidents and diseases of the foot. No writer has 
ever given more satisfactory directions. They are 
clear and concise, practical and scientific. The book 
is a little masterpiece, well printed, beautifully illus- 
trated, clearly and concisely written—in short, a 
sound practical guide. 

Lungwitz has been acknowledged for years as an 
authority by all readers of German. Now, thanks 
to Professor Adams, his work is available for all, 
and no one will be disappointed who adds it to his 
library, 

The price is 7/6 net, and the publishers are the 
Lippincott Compy., Henrietta Street, London, 


Diseases or Tue Doe. 


This is another translation from the German by an 
American, and it adds to English books the best 
work on the subject that has come under our notice. 
The original German book was written by Dr. 
Georg Miller, Professor at the Veterinary School at 
Dresden. The translation is by Professor A. Glass of 
the University of Pennsylvania. There are over 400 
pages and nearly 100 illustrations. 

It is essentially a text-book for students, but as it 
has a good index it is equally useful to the practi- 
tioner for reference. The symptoms of each disease 


The book extends to 168 pages and is illustrated by 


are very well described, and the treatment suggested 
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is practical and sensible in contra-distinction to 
theoretical and speculative. 

The book commences with a full account of how to 
examine the animal, and then goes on to treat of the 
special diseases of each physiological system of the 
body—commencing with the digestive apparatus. 
Then follow the infective diseases, the constitutional 
diseases, including anzemia, obesity, diabetes, etc. 

Next the diseases of bones and joints are dealt 
with, and in order wounds, herniz, tumours, and the 
diseases of the organs of special sense. The trans- 
lator says in his preface, almost apologetically, that 
he has made his translation ‘ perhaps in some parts 
too literal, but has done so in the endeavour to closely 
follow the original.’”’ Literal or not he has done it 
into good English and produced a work that was 
much wanted, and should be largely used by 
students. 

Here and there throughout the book the translator 
interpolates paragraphs, but always in brackets. 
In every case where we have noticed these we con- 
sider them improvements on the original. The 
whole book is admirably arranged, and every detail 
expressed in a clear and condensed form. Many 
formule are given, and as they are in the metric 
system it may at first puzzle the English student, 
who finds no grains or drachms—only parts. 

The book is published by W. Horace Hopkins, 
Philadelphia, U.S.A., but may doubtless be obtained 
through any well known veterinary book seller. 
It should form part of all good professional 
libraries. 


ARMY VETERINARY DEPARTMENT. 


Vet.-Lieut. E. Wilkinson joined for duty at Woolwich 
on 3rd instant. 

Vet.-Lieut. H. B. Knight has been granted six months 
leave of absence from India, on recommendation of a 
medical board. 


CORRESPONDENCE 


AMALGAMATION OF LOCAL SOCIETIES WITH 
THE NATIONAL. 
ir, 


After reading the remarks which were made on this 
subject at the last meeting of the Central V.M.A., may 
I be allowed to state what were my views when [ 
touched on this matter at the annual dinner of the Cen- 
tral V.M.A. in 1895. I thought then, and am still of 
opinion, that a parent, or federated society, to which the 
local societies could appeal for guidance on certain 
matters affecting the whole body of the profession would 
be of the greatest benefit, and by such questions, I mean 
just those which the R.C.V.S. could not, or would not 
deal with, for instance suppose that with a change of 
government our fees for inspections were reduced from 
£1 Is. to 10s. 6d. Instead of pocketing the affront we 
should get every member of our local associations, 
through the parent society, declining to make any in- 
spections for less than the usual fee, and it seemed to me 
that of all our societies the National was the most fitted 


for the post. I had no intention of interfering in any 
way with the functions of the Royal College of Veter. 
inary Surgeons. 

I find, however, that some of our leading members in 
the profession, whose opinions must always command 
the greatest respect, argue that the National is a scienti- 
fic society pure and simple, and object to it being made 
anything else. With regard to the financial part of the 
scheme one shilling per head from the members of all 
local societies would, I think, meet the necessary re 
quirements. I had no idea of local societies “ bolstering 
up the finances of the National,” or their members be- 
coming members of the latter for less than the usual 
annual subscription. 

If we had had something of this kind, and had loyally 
acted up to our motto, we should have been spared many 
indignities in the past, and it was in the hope that by 
unity of purpose we might, at least, avoid them in the 
future, that suggested the scheme to my mind, and must 
be my apology for troubling you with this letter.—Your 


faithfully, G. WARTNAB 
ABY. 


- BLIND HORSES AND THEIR COATS. 
ir, 


I well remember my father breeding a Shire filly which 
was born blind. This animal had in winter a coat nearly 
as fine as a thoroughbred, while in summer her coat was 
a heavy one. This peculiarity caused surprise and conr 
ment in the neighbourhood at the time. The mar 
worked regularly for years, bred a foal, and was never 
out of our possession. Furthermore there were several 
blind foals dropped in two years to the same stallion, 
and an old servant told me to-day that they all mani 
fested the same peculiarity. Of these I know nothing 
personally, but I do not myself doubt the man’s state 
ment is correct, and it could, I think, be easily verified 
I am not aware that this peculiarity extends to horses 
which become blind during life. 

GEORGE WarTNABY, M.R.C.VS. 

Burton-on-Trent. 


i IS IT UNPROFESSIONAL ? 
ir, 


May weask you, or anybody who knows and will tell 
us, whether it is considered professional for a M.R.C.VS. 
to keep a shop for the sale of medicinal preparations ! 
the public, in connection with his practice ? or is the sil 
of such preparations looked upon by our Registratiol 


Committee as “disgraceful conduct.”—Yours 
“ NEMO. 


(Nothing disgraccful in this that we can see.—Ep.] 


Communications, Books, ‘AND PAPERS RECEIVED :—Profs. 
Bowhill and Penberthy. Messrs. J.A.Todd, E. W. Hoare 
G, Wartnaby, G. Mayall, A.McCarmick, ‘“ Nemo. 


A Text Book of Horseshoeing by Lungwitz, trans. by Jobs 
W. Adams, The Agricultural Journal (Cape), The Scottis 


Farmer. 


We shall be obliged by early intelligence of all ue 
worth bringing under the notice of the professio, ® 
thankful to any friends who may send us cuttings 
local papers, containing facts of interest. 

Original articles and reports should be written ce 
side only of the paper, and authenticated by the names 
addresses of the writers, not necessarily for publicatio® 

Communications for the Editor to be addressed 20 Full? 
Road, S.W. 
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